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An the united states patent and trademark office 

In re application: Timothy Hewitt et al. 

Group Art Unit: 3724 

Application No.: 10/657,289 

Examiner: Kenneth E. Peterson 

Filed: September 8, 2003 
For: FENCE 

Attorney Docket No.: 60,340-043 

MS Appeal Brief-Patent 
Commissioner of Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REMARKS 

Claims 1 sets forth a fence for a table saw and is distinguished by a plurality of 
plates (40) attached to a fence face (20) and presenting key hole slots (44/45) for 
attachment to a fence beam (22). 

In order to reject claim 1, the Examiner takes Official Notice that: 

1. "It is well known to employ studs with enlarged heads and key hole slots 
when connecting machine parts together." and 

2. "It is well known to employ a plate in lieu of having the key hole directly 
in the object to be attached." 

Applicant does not claim to be the first to use key hole slots but Applicant is the 
first to use key hole slots and in a plate to connect a fence face to a fence beam for a table 
saw. In accordance with the Examiner's reasoning there will never be another invention 
in combining a key hole slot to interconnect two elements, i.e., once a connection is 
known its use can never be invention. 
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As to claim 2, the Examiner states that it would be obvious to provide two fence 
faces. The question is why would one use two fence faces, the prior art does not teach 
two fence faces. The two fence faces are not redundant but have independent functions. 

As to claim 3, if it is so well known that the fence face is taller than the fence 
beam, it should be easy for the Examiner to cite a teaching of same. Applicant, having 
the pride of an inventor - in the vain of a new parent - would like to be shown what is 
believed to be inventive is, in fact, old and well known as suggested by the Examiner. 

As to dependent claims 4, 5 and 6, they depend for novelty upon claim 1. 

The review of these rejections by a committee before filing an appeal brief is 
appreciated. 
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